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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This Final office action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed March 12, 
2009. Claims 1-22 have been amended and are pending. 

2. The previously pending objections to the drawings have been withdrawn. 
The previously pending objections to the specification have been withdrawn. 
The previously pending objection to claim 1 has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed March 12, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2,4, 6-9, 11,13-16,18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Bingham et al (US 2002/0069094), in view of Okawa 
(USPN 5,933,810). 

As per claim 1 , Bingham et al disclose a method in a data processing system for 
reallocating meeting room resources (i.e., a system for reserving resources for a 
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meeting, ^ 0008), the method comprising: providing a database of meeting room 
resources, wherein the meeting room resources in the database include assigned 
attributes (i.e., meeting facility criteria including meeting room resources, H 0029); 
receiving a first request from a user, wherein the first request includes a first criteria of 
desired attributes (i.e., reservation request for a meeting package, H 0029); determining 
whether a meeting room resource matching the first criteria of desired attributes is 
available (i.e., availability of each of the meeting facility resources is determined, H 
0031); and responsive to a determination that the meeting room resource matching the 
first criteria of desired attributes is unavailable (i.e., meeting facility is unavailable, U 
0036), presenting to the user a first set of reserved meeting room resources that match 
the first criteria of desired attributes (i.e., booked meeting rooms, figure 13). 

Bingham et al does not explicitly disclose identifying a second set of substitute 
meeting room resources that match a second criteria of desired attributes that was 
requested by a reserving party of a reserved meeting room resource: sending a 
notification to the reserving party that the user is requesting release of a reserved 
meeting room resource; tracking notifications that have been received; and responsive 
to the reserved meeting room resource being released, reallocating the reserved 
meeting room resource to the user. 

Okawa discloses if vacant time does not exist in step S3, an arrangement is 
required to be made between the current reservation (duplicate reservation) which is 
duplicated with the requested reservation for the same time, as the requested 
reservation (i.e., meeting room resources that match a second criteria of desired 
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attributes that was requested by a reserving party of a reserved meeting room 
resource), wherein the CPU 1 1 calculates the degrees of importance of the 
requirements of the requested reservation in step S8, and then calculates the degree of 
importance of the duplicate reservation in step S9, and a calculation of the degree of 
importance of the duplicate reservation is executed for all of the reservations made in 
the allowable date range described in the requirements of the reservation (column 8, 
lines 6-16). In addition, Okawa discloses if the current reservation whose degree of 
importance is lower than that of the newly-requested reservation is included in duplicate 
reservations in step S10, the value 1 is added to the number of reservation changes 
made to the current reservation in step S15. Then, the current reservation is replaced 
with the reservation being processed in step S16 (i.e., responsive to the reserved 
meeting room resource being released, reallocating the reserved meeting room 
resource to the user). That is, on the date and time when the current reservation with a 
lower importance degree was arranged, the newly-requested reservation is arranged 
instead (column 9, lines 35-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include identifying a second set of substitute 
meeting room resources that match a second criteria of desired attributes that was 
requested by a reserving party of a reserved meeting room resource: sending a 
notification to the reserving party that the user is requesting release of a reserved 
meeting room resource; tracking notifications that have been received; and responsive 
to the reserved meeting room resource being released, reallocating the reserved 
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meeting room in Bingham et al, as seen in Okawa, since the claimed invention is merely 
a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

As per claim 2, Bingham et al disclose a room capacity (i.e., desired number of 
meeting rooms) and a location (i.e., geographic location, U 0034). 

As per claim 4, Bingham et al disclose transmitting the first set of reserved 
meeting room resources to a client computer, wherein the first set of reserved meeting 
room resources are displayed to the user at the client computer (i.e., the meeting 
facility's inventory data is displayed to the user, 0033 and figure 4). 

As per claim 6, Bingham et al dose not disclose responsive to a selection of the 
reserved meeting room resource from the first set of reserved meeting room resources 
by the user, determining whether the user has priority over the reserving party of the 
reserved meeting room resource; and responsive to the user having priority over the 
reserving party and responsive to the user selecting the reserved meeting room 
resource that has been previously allocated to the reserving party, reallocating the 
reserved meeting room resource to the user. Okawa teaches assigning and 
determining a priority for users making reservations (column 1, lines 14-18, lines 34-39, 
lines 47-51, column 2, lines 65-67, column 5, lines 14-17) and replacing the reservation 
to the user having higher priority (i.e. degree of importance) (column 9, lines 35-43, 
column 10, lines 17-19). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include determining whether the 
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user has priority over the reserving party of the reserved meeting room resource; and 
responsive to the user having priority over the reserving party and responsive to the 
user selecting the reserved meeting room resource that has been previously allocated 
to the reserving party, reallocating the reserved meeting room resource to the user in 
Bingham et al, as seen in Okawa, since the claimed invention is merely a combination 
of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

As per claim 7, Bingham et al does not disclose responsive to a reallocation of 
the reserved meeting room resource to the user, sending the reserving party a 
notification of the reallocation. Okawa teaches sending a notification (i.e. electronic 
mail) informing the person who made the reservation and others (column 9, lines 56- 
64). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include responsive to a reallocation of the reserved 
meeting room resource to the user, sending the reserving party a notification of the 
reallocation in Bingham et al, as seen in Okawa, since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

Claims 8, 9, 1 1, 13 and 14 are rejected based upon the same rationale as the 
rejections of claims 1 , 2, 4, 6 and 7, respectively, since they are the data processing 
system claims corresponding to the method claims. 
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Claims 15, 16, 18, 20 and 21 are rejected based upon the same rationale as the 
rejections of claims 1,2,4,6 and 7, respectively, since they are the computer program 
product claims corresponding to the method claims. 

Claim 22 is rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejection of claim 1, 
since it is the data processing system claim corresponding to the method claim. 

6. Claims 3, 10 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bingham et al (US 2002/0069094), in view of Okawa (USPN 5,933,810), in 
further view of Ralston et al (US 2003/0005055). 

As per claim 3, neither Bingham et al nor Okawa disclose a white board, a 
conference phone, wired network connections, wireless network connections, an 
overhead projector, and a podium. Ralston et al teaches attributes (i.e. services) to 
include room requirements, facility capability stipulations and equipments flj [0028], 
lines 1-5, If [0031], lines 18-20, Tf [0037], lines 20-25). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include room requirements, facility capability stipulations and equipments in Bingham et 
al, as seen in Ralston et al, since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same 
function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

Claim 10 is rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejection of claim 3, 
since it is the data processing system claim corresponding to the method claim. 
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Claim 17 is rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejections of claim 3, 
since it is the computer program product claim corresponding to the method claim. 

7. Claims 5, 12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bingham et al (US 2002/0069094), in view of Okawa (USPN 5,933,810), in 
further view of Vossler (USPN 6,61 4,450). 

As per claim 5, neither Bingham et al nor Okawa explicitly disclose responsive to 
a selection of a reserved meeting room resource from the first set of reserved meeting 
room resources, presenting contact information for the reserving party of the reserved 
meeting room resource. Vossler teaches displaying information regarding room usage 
(column 5, lines 24-30, lines 47-50, column 6, lines 15-19). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include presenting contact information for the reserving party of the reserved meeting 
room resource in Bingham et al, as seen in Vossler, since the claimed invention is 
merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely 
would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

Claim 12 is rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejection of claim 5, 
since it is the data processing system claim corresponding to the method claim. 

Claim 19 is rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejections of claim 5, 
since it is the computer program product claim corresponding to the method claim. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. In the Remarks, with respect to independent claims 1 , 8, 1 5 and 22, Applicant 
argues none of the cited prior art teach or suggest the features of 1 ) identifying a 
second set of substitute meeting room resources that match a second criteria of 
desired attributes that was requested by a reserving party of a reserved meeting 
room resource, 2) sending a notification to the reserving party that the user is 
requesting release of a reserved meeting room resource, and 3) reallocating the 
reserved meeting room resource to the user in response to the reserved meeting 
room resource being released. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed 
supra, in the rejection of claim 1, Okawa indeed discloses the limitations. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first 
reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
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the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre Boyce whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6726. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6pm M-F. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Beth 
Boswell can be reached on (571 ) 272-6737. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Andre Boyce/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 
July 18, 2009 



